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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1 . Claims 9 and 14 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

2. In claim 9. line 1 1 , the limitation "a different control apparatus for a vehicle" is 
recited. It is not clear what the control apparatus is different from since it is the first 
mention of a control apparatus 

3. In claim 9, on lines 14-16, and 18. there a several "data" recited- It is suggested 
that the language used be more consistent. For example, on lines 14 and 15, it appears 
that the two data mentioned are the same data, but one is called "the data provided by 
the application program" and the other is "the data provided from the processing using 
the application program". In line 18, "converted data" appears to be referring to a 
previously presented data in the claim, but as it is currently written the connection to the 
previously recited data is not made. 

4. In claim 14, on line 23, the limitation "the coupling program" is recited. It appears 
that this is meant to refer to "the coupling processing program component". Appropriate 
correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 



Application/Control Number: 10/734,285 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3661 

3. Claim 9 recites the limitation "the data" in line 16. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. There are several instances of "data" 
recited in the claim and it is not absolutely clear which one is being referred to. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

4. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to 
non-statutory subject matter. The claim is directed towards a computer program 
product that is functional descriptive material that is not embodied on computer related 
media and is not capable of causing functional change in a computer. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

6. Claims 9 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being fully anticipated by 
Sakaietal., 6343249. 

7. Sakai et al. disclose a platform program for making a computer execute 
processing for acquiring data and outputting data based on the acquired data on lines 
50-59, on column 7, and all of column 4, the "other ECUs" of the prior art are disclosed 
as performing other functions based data communicated to them from additional ECUs 
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and their sensors; an application program for making the computer execute processing 
for generating data of an output object on lines 64-67, on column 6; a coupling 
processing program on lines 44-48, on column 7; the platform program is a program for 
acquiring an output from processing using the coupling processing program in 
accordance with a PF interface as an interface standardized so as to be commonly 
utilized by processing using the application program made in accordance with a 
required specification of a different control apparatus on lines 41-59, on column 7, and 
lines 45-55, on column 2; the coupling processing program has a command code for 
making the computer execute processing to acquire the data provided by the application 
program and to convert the data provided from the processing using the application 
program so that the data is adapted to the PF interface in accordance with and AP 
interface satisfying the required specification of the control apparatus for a vehicle of a 
developing object, and to mediate converted data in the processing using the platform 
program on lines 15-51, on column 7; the execution of the application program provides 
the generated data of the output object to storage memory dedicated to the application 
program, and wherein the execution of the coupling program automatically acquired the 
generated data from the storage memory on lines 15-25. on column 7. the dedicated 
storage memory for the application program are the places in the common memory 
where each part of control data is stored by the application program or in the case of the 
prior art application software 110, 120. The control program takes these values and 
converts them to values for the "other ECUs" or control objects. 

Response to Arguments 
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8. Applicant's arguments filed 3-17-06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. The distinction that is trying to be made by the amendment to the claims 
does not overcome the prior art. The suggestion that since the cited prior art discloses 
a "common memory" that this precludes the previous invention from having memory 
locations for the application program. This isn't the case. Applicants own invention only 
discloses one physical piece of RAM, item 13 in figure 1 , for the three separate 
programs in his invention. Logical allocation of memory space would read on the claim 
as recited. The prior art uses this logical allocation of memory space. As disclosed on 
lines 26-30, on column 7, a handle number is used to allocate memory locations. This 
handle is in effect a pointer(memory address) for the application program to output its 
control data without the need to know how the rest of the system operates. This allows 
the application program to be blind to the underlying system operation in the same way 
that applicant's invention is. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brian J. Broadhead whose telephone number is 571- 
272-6957. The examiner can nomially be reached on Monday through Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thomas Black can be reached on 571-272-6956. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status infomnation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infomiation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




